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A Study of Foreign Risk Perception: Retrospect and Prediction

YU Jianhua' and SUN Li*
(1. Western Research Base of Sociology, Chongqing Technology and Business University ,

Chongqing 400067, China; 2. Chongqging Engineering Technology Research Center for Information

Managemens In Development, Chongqing Technology and Business University, Chongqing 400067, China)

Abstract. Starting from the publication of Starr’ s article “Social Benefits versus Technical Risk” in 1969,

the foreign researches on the risk perception in the past half century have been systematically sorted out and re-

viewed from five aspects, including the influencing factors and the types of risk perception. The results show that .

income, dread, worldview and other factors can have an impact on the risk perception; there are at least five types

of risk perception; on the basis of self-reportof the respondents, a variety of measurement methods such as the psy-

chometric paradigm and cognitive mapping have been formed ; risk perception and risk behavior show a complex and

diversified relationship; risk perception is an important part of effective risk communication. There is still room for

further research on risk perception in the construction of a comprehensive theoretical framework of influencing fac-

tors of risk perception, the clarification of the relationship between risk perception and risk behavior, especially the

analysis of influencing mechanism of risk perception on risk behave.

Key words: risk perception; influencing factors; psychometric paradigm; risky behavior; risk communication



